PROPOSED FUNDING FORMULA PROGRAM COST COMPARED TO 2007-2008 OPERATING BUDGET PROGRAM COST PLUS EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL
Roswell, NM: Group 3

CARRIIOIO! DORA ELIDA, FLOYD|  FT. SUMANER GRADY| HONDO HOASE| LAXE ARTHUE MELROSE TATUM
1[Cost Focton Voluos
7| =Pemend FreeTeduced Lunch 1% 45 5% 52.5% 70.5% 51.01% A2.4% 87.2% A7.4% B7.7% 42.5% 55.1%
3| =Percent Engish lecmens 0.0% 9.4% 0.0%| 21.3% 4£.5% 0o% bha% D&% 18.4% 0.0%, 12.5%
4| +Pomcont Spociol Eoucaton [Corsus basod) 16.0% 14.0% 16.0% 16.0% 16.0% 16.0% 16.0% 14.0% 16.0% 16, 0% 16.0%
5 «Poeoont Mobiity 13.4% 14.5% B9% B.7% 12.5% 18.5% 23.4% 46.1% 29.0% 10.2%, 18.1%
&) eErvolmend Shore in Grodkes 5-8 74.4% 23.T% 2246% 28.6% 23.6% 3% 24.5% T1.A8% 253% 20.0% 15.4%
7| *Ervolment Shore n Grodes 7-17 3b.6% 28.7% 29.0% 2.2% 294% 2.7% Z8.9% 71.1% 30,4% 32.0% 5%
8| =+Totol Dismct Envolimant 201.0 2070 139.5 2590 1195 1355 1265 121.0 1540 2300 2740
=
10} incivich ey Forrmudo Adjusiments
T St Mo
12 *FrooyRoaucod Lunch 1.231 1.152 1.173 1.772 1.147 1,147 1,265 1.133 1.244 1.142 1.182
13 * Erwglah Liscamvons 1.000 1.008 1.000 1018 1.004 1.000 1.004 1001 1.014 1.000 1.om
14 = Sperict Foucotion 1.291 1.2%1 1.291 1.291 1.791 1.291 .29 1.251 1.291 1.291 1.291
15 = Moty 1.024 1.030 1.016 1.014 1.023 1.033 1.041 1.078 1.050 1.0 1.032
18| Hooe Compostion
17 « GI000s 4-8 1.002 1.001 ne9a 1.012 1.000 1.014 1.003 0871 1.004 0752 1.005
15 o 9-12 1.018 0983 0.984 0.299 .76 05773 0583 1,168 050 0997 1.011
19|  Soole [Frmdment
20 5o 1.717 1.703 1.502 1406 1.524 1.914 1.958 1.984 1.842 1.454 1,583
21
22| Combxnod Adjustrmonss
23] =Stucknt Moo [of foctons rmuifped by eoch othe) 1.478 1.544 1.53% 1.432 1.551 1.524 1L.711 1.578 1.744 1.502 1.553
24| *Groos Compostion [ foctors mutipliied by each ofthed 1.021 0983 0552 101 0587 0587 05784 1.134 0995 0787 1.015
25| sScoe R M i ¥ 1.703 1.502 1406 1.524 1.914 1958 1584 1.842 1.456 1.583
Orvoecs] ACLstToes? (SOt Shocon Moo © Sroos
% Corrposifion X Seal) 2.853 2.588 2875 2549 2332 2B78 3.3 4550 3176 2481 2,540
27
78| Brrses Per-Pugd Cost 55,104 45,106 46,106 56,104 45,106 45,104 45,104 £5,104 55,104 55,104 45,104
25| = Cvermll Adjurment . 2.853 2588 2875 2,847 2332 2878 a3m|  ass0 3196 2.451 2540
0invnal Sufficient Por Pupil Cost 514,547 513.215 514,477 513,524 511,504 514,694 514,853 £18.124 516319 512,586 513.049
n
37| = B2 Forruio Adpotment 1.027 1.054 1.000 1.000 1045 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.010 1.087
33 |Fing! Povecied Sutficient PerPupd Cost $14,957 §13.953 514,677 513,524 S12,444 L1465 514,853 %18.124 516,319 S12.6%0 S14.209
35| = Totol Destct Ervoliment io|  zo7o) 1395 2590 nes 13565 1245 121.0 15640 Zaao| 74D
A4 |Final Progecied Sufficwsnt Totel [Progrorn) Cost 53005367 | £7.888.353 | 52.047.245 | 53.502.617 | 53.575.4%0 | S2.006055 | 52131927 | $2193030| s2s4smas| $2.918594 | 53,693,051
a7
38|Actual Prograem Cost (2007- 2008 Oporoing Buogaet] S2079.599 | S2252355] 51425015 52388058 | 53,158,737 | $0.448028 [ 51,325513 | $1.793.322 ) $1.628.332 | 52318403 | 52784183
39| + Ememgency Supplomentol 50 sol 50 50| 5294808 5342000 4735153 0] 664315 s s
40| 2007-2008 Tolad Prograrn Cos! B Ernengency Supgiesrenicl 2179999 | 52254355 51,475,015 52366156 | 53,451,545 51,790816 | 52042667 | 51.293322 ) 52292447 | 52318403 | 52784183
41
Tl MGGl SuMchency Ciost = Fingl Projochon Sulfciont Tokl
47 1} Cost o lines 36 — 20072008 Tatal on ke 40 £824,387 5433998 £422.450 | 51,136,441 £524,153 5215438 547,250 559,708 5753188 500,190 | 51009188
43
24 Percend IncrocmeiDec e 37.9% 7B.1% 43.7% 48.0% 15,2% 12.0% 14% &5 4% 11.0% 26 9% IPE%

SOURCE: AR Fina! Coscubator 0111 272008
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|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

CARRIZOZO
User Input Cosi Faclors
Percont Percent Percent Enroliment | Enrollment
FreeMeduced | English | Special ul . “:“' Sharein | Sharein T::" ::'""":'
Lunch Learners | Education Ty Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 =
{User Input Cosl Factor Values 74.1% 0.0% 16.0% 13.4% 24.4% 36.6% 201
Cost Faclors
Student Needs Grade Composiltion Scale
Percent Percent Percent Enrollment | Enrollment
Free/educed | English | Special Mu' "';‘I'.“' Sharein | Sharein E“E""‘“’“‘ En“:'l‘“m'
Lunch Leamners | Education o Grades 6-8 | Gradea 912 ol ik
Coafllicients 0375 0.094 1.723 0.180 0.291 0608 0575 0.079
Transformed Demographic Values 1.741 | R R T A o O T e I e T T =R
individual Formula Adjustments 1231 o001 120 [ 1o | 1002 | aog ] 1.7
Combined Student Needs Adjustmeant 1628
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 1.021
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.717
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 2853
Gradle Composition/Scale)
Base Per-Pupll Cost $5.106
Initinl Sulficient Per-Pupil Cost S14 567
150 Formula Adjustmant 1.027
Final Projected Suflicient Per-Pupil Cost 514,957
Final Projected Sulficient Tolal Cost 53006389
Actual Program Cost 52.170.999
Emergency Supplemental 50
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - 826339
Emargency Supplaman tal)
Hold-Harmiess Projected Sufficient Total Cost £3.008.389
Percent Difference Detween Actual Program
CosUEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmiess 97.9%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

DORA
User Inpul Cost Faclors
Percent Percent Parcent Enroliment | Enrollment .
FreeReduced | English | Special ;ﬂmﬂu'm Sharein | Sharein ':“'I_Lﬁ*‘*“‘l"
Lunch Leamers | Education o Grades 6-8 | Grades §-12 i
|'I..Im Input Cosl Faclor Valuos 45.9% B.A4% 16.0% 16.8% 73.7T% 70.7T% 207
Cost Factors
Student Needs Grade Composition Scale
Percent Percent Percent Enrollment | Enrollment
FrooMeduced | English | Spocial m Share in Share in Em:'mm‘ E:, mllml;‘:
Lunch Leamers | Education Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 Lont? L
Coeflicients 075 Q.09 1.723 0,190 0.291 0608 £.575 0.028
Transformed Demographic Values 1.459 [cmaan [eos ] minee o [imvar s o earaas [nongora [ 228 B2
[individual Formula Adjustments 1.152 | 1008 <} 12 ] 1030 | 1001 [ o883 1.703
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.546
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0983
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.703
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needa/ 5 E88
Grade Composition/Scale) 4
Base Per-Pupil Cost 55,108
initial Sulficient Per-Pupil Cost 513.215
IS0 Formula Adjustment 1.058
Final Projected Sulficien! Per-Pupil Cost 513,853
Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost $2.BAB353
Actual Program Cost 52,254 355
Emergoency Supplemental 50
Total Marginal Sulliciency Cosl
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - 3533.990
Emergency Supplemental)
|Hold-Harmless Projected Sulficien! Tolal Cost $2.888.353
rcent Difference Between Actual Progrmam
CostEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmloss 28.1%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choosae District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

ELIDA
Usor Inpul Cosl Faclors
Parcant Percant Parcant Enrolimant | Enrollment
FreeMeduced | English | Special :”;:“' Sharein | Sharein TE"" ::"”":"
Lunch Loamers | Educalion o Grades 6-8 | Grades 912 | =NTOMeEN
{User input Cost Factor Values 52 9% 0.0% 16.0% B.9% 22.6% 29.0% 140
Cost Factors
Student Needs Grade Composition Scalo
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enrollment
Free/Reduced | English Special Hol bdl:;':: Share in Share In E"E:::m' E;;lldm:‘:
Lunch Learmners | Education Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 I
Coefllicienls 0375 0.094 1.723 0,150 0.291 0.608 0.575 0.029
Translormed Demagraphic Yalues 1529 [rpoa o tase = [ooae oo [ eea [ 13a8 S [EaB9.Ea1D
|Individual Formula Adjustments 1173 |- 1000 [ 120 | 1016 | 0998 | 0984 | 1.802
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.539
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.982
Combined Scale Adjustment 1902
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 2875
Grade Composition/Scale) :
Basa Por-Pupil Cosat 55,108
|Imitial Sutficient Per-Pupil Cost S14.677
'S0 Formula Adjustmant 1.000
Final Projected Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost S14.677
Final Projected Sullicient Tolal Cost $2.047.465
Actual Program Cost $1.425.015
Emergency Supplemental 30
Total Marginal Sutficiency Cosl
(Equals Final Projected Sulficient Tolal Cost -
Actual Program Cost - $622450
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmless Projected Sufficient Total Cost 52047485
Percent Difference Detween Actual Program
43.7%

CoslUEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless
Projected Sulficient Total Cost




|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Usa Pull-Down Menu Bolow)

FLOYD
User Inpul Cost Faclors
Percent Perconl Percont Enrollment | Enroliment -
FreeMeduced | English | Special Hﬂ' "h“.‘l'.“‘ Sharein | Sharein Tg“' ::"‘":"'
Lunch Learners | Education %Y | Grades 5-8 | Grades 5-12 | ENTONIMEN
|User Input Cost Factor Values 70.5% 21.3% 16.0% B.7% 28.6% 32.2% 259
Coslt Faclors
Studant Needs Grade Composition Scale
Percent Percent Percent Enrollment | Enroliment
FreeMeduced | English | Special m’ e | Sharsin | Sharein E"’L‘:“""“" E;u":'d""n'!“‘
Lunch Leamers | Education " | Grades 6-8 | Grades 8-12 et —
Cooaflicients 0375 0.094 1.723 0,150 0.291 0.608 0.575 0.029
Transformed Demographic Values 1.705 [a=ma T raen [ovoar ] 1288 1.322 259 | 257 E+13
Individual Formula Adjustments 1222 | T T I T T ] [T [ T W 1 T 0.999 1.608
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.632
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 1.011
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.606
Overall Adjustment (Combined Studan! Needs/ 2549
Grade Composition/Scale) '
Base Per-Pupil Cosat 55106
Initinl Sulficient Per-Pupil Cost 513,524
IS0 Formula Adjustmant 1.000
Final Projected Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost $13.524
Final Projectod Sufficient Tolal Cosl 53,502,617
Actual Program Cost $2.386.156
Emergency Supplemental 50
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sulficient Total Cost -
Actunl Program Cost - $1:136.461
Emergency Supplomental)
Hold-Harmless Projected Sufficient Total Cost S3.502 817
Percent Difierence Detween Aciual Program
CostEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmiess 48.0%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

FT SUMNER
User input Cost Faclors
Percent Percent Percant Enrollment | Enrollment
FreeMeduced | English | Special m' ":i‘l‘i“' Sharein | Sharein Tg"’ m‘"":"
Lunch Leamers | Education ty Grades 6-8 | Grades 812 | =" n
[l.llar Input Cosl Faclor Values 51.1% B.5% 16.0% 12 5% 23 6% 28.6% 370
Cost Faclors
Student Needs Grade Composition Scalo
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enrollment
FreaReduced | English Special ;:T;T:“ Share in Share in E"ml. et Enu rolllrm;:la
Lunch Learners | Education y Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 . =
Coellicients 0375 0.094 1.723 01940 0.791 0.608 .575 0.020
Transformed Demographic Yalues 1511 [1o08s - [idaee [0 28 o128 T 208 [0 35 [i2.77.E+14
individual Formula Adjustments 1.167 | 1006 | 1291 | 1023 | 1.0000 | 0986 | 1.524
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.551
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.587
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.524
Overall Adjustment [Combined Student Needa/ 2533
Grade Composition/Scala}
Base Per-Pupil Cost S5;108
|initial Sufficiant Per-Pupil Cost 511,906
|
[I5C Formula Adjustment 1.045
Final Projocted Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost 312,424
Final Projected Sufficient Tolal Cost 53,975,608
Actual Program Cost §3,156,747
Emargancy Supplomental 5784.808
Taotal Marginal Sufficiency Coal
(Equals Final Projected Sulficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cosl - $524.150
Emergency Supplemental)
[Hold-Harmless Projected Sufficient Total Cosl 53.975.658
Percent Difference Between Actual Program
CostEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless 15.2%

Projected Sulficient Tolal Cost




|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Uso Pull-Down Menu Below)

GRADY
User Inpul Cost Faclors
Percent Percent Parcent Enrollment | Enrollment
FreeMeduced | English | Special m' e " | Sharein | Sharein TE:_LE""':‘“
Lunch Loamers | Education Mty Grados 6-8 | Grades 812 el
|User Input Cost Faclor Values 42.4% 0.0% 16.0% 18.9% 29.3% 76.7% 137
Cost Factors
Student Needs Grade Composition Scala
Percant Percent Percent Enrollment | Enrollment
FreeMeduced | English | Special z';f;'; Sharain | Sharein E"Tnx o Eg'::m'
Lunch Leamers | Education Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12
|Coetlicients 0375 0.094 1.723 0,190 0.291 0.608 0.575 0.025
Transformed Demographic Values 1.424 Fnepsosa s [ imamea s o esr o [ 1365 214 E«10
{Individual Formula Adjustments 1.142 I 1000 | 1204 ] 1033 | 1014 | 0873 | 1.914
{Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.524
{Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.987
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.914
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 2878
Grade Composition/Scale) i
|Base Per-Pupll Cost 55,108
{initial Sutficient Per-Pupil Cost $14.656
[15a Formula Adjustment 1.000
Final Projected Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost 514,656
Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost $2,006.055
Actual Program Cost £1.448326
Emergency Supplemental 5342250
Total Marginal Sutficiency Cost
|{Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost - §215.438
Actual Program Cost - 4
Emeargency Supplamental)
|Held-Harmless Projected Sufficient Total Cost $2,006.055
Percent Difierence Between Aciual Program
CosUEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmiess 12.0%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




[DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

HONDO
Usar Input Cos! Factors
Percont Percent Percent Enrollment | Enroliment
Free/Reduced | English | Special “' "m“:.“““‘ Sharein | Sharein Tg‘fmm'““.“
Lunch Learners | Education g Grades 6-8 | Grades 812 | =TOen
|User Input Cost Factor Valuas BT.2% 4% 16.0% 23.4% 24.5% 28.9% 127
Cosl Faclors
Student Needs Grade Composition Scala
Percent Percent Percent Enrollment | Enrollment
Free/Meduced | English Speclal Hnl b'l: lIi“t Sharo in Share in Enmh'nerrrl- E;'TI:’"‘:;
Lunch Leamners I_Educmiun 4 Grades 6-8 | Grades 912 P
Coelficients 0375 0084 1.723 O18D 0251 0LE08 0.575 0.029
Transformed Demographic Yalues 1872 Totoad oo 1aepor2as [0 1245 T reme T 1265 [ 1.48.E+10
Individual Formula Adjustments 1.265 | to05 | 1261 | 104y ] 1003 | o883y | 1.958
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.711
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.986
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.958
Cverall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 3901
Grade Composition/Scale)
|Basa Per-Pupil Cost 55108
{Initial Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost $16.853
IS0 Formula Adjustment 1.000
Final Projected Sufficien! Per-Pupil Cosl 516,853
Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost $2.131.92T
Aclual Program Cost 5$1.326.513
Emergency Supplemental $736.153
[Total Marginal Sufficloncy Cost
{Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost - $69.260
Actual Program Cost -
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmiess Projected Sufficient Tolal Cost 2,131,927
Percent Dillerance Between Actunl Program
CosUEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless 4%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




|DtSTH‘!GT CALCULATOR 2007-08 I

1 - Choosa District (Use Pull-Dewn Menu Below)

HOUSE
User Input Cost Faclors
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enroliment Al
FreeReduced | English | Special “' o ‘i‘u"' Sharein | Sharain T::{Lﬂ;:’::’
Lunch Learmners | Education S Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12
[User input Cost Factor Values 39.4% 0.8% 16.0% 48.1% 11.6% 71.1% 121
Cost Factors
Student Neods Grade Composition Scale
Parcant Parcant Parcant Enrolimant | Enrolimant
FreeMeduced | English | Special “' “Bb':;"‘ Sharein | Sharein E'“u“""‘“" Eu":“ﬂ:""if:‘
Lunch Learmners | Education o Grados 6-8 | Grados 9-12 Lot e
Coetlicients 0378 0.094 1.723 0,150 0291 0.608 0575 0.02%
Transformed Demographic Values 1.394 | ] T T ] S T ) I v T T [ P T N e | 121 | 974 E400
Individual Formula Adjustments 1.133 100y ] a2 ] 1omA [ O oam T 1asa ] 1.584
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.578
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 1.134
Combined Scalo Adjustmant 1.984
Owverall Agjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 3550
Grade Composition/Scale} A
Baso Por-Pupil Cost 55,106
Initial Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost 518,124
50 Formula Adjustment 1.000
Final Projected Sufficlent Par-Pupil Cost 518,124
Final Projected Sullicient Total Cost 52,193,030
Actual Program Cosl $1.203,322
Emergency Supplemental 50
Total Marginal Sufficlency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sutficient Total Cost - -
Actual Program Cost - $899,708
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmless Projected Sufficient Total Cost £2.103.030
[Percent Difference Batwean Actual Program
CosUEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless 69.6%

Projected Sulficient Total Cost




IDETRI!:T CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

LAKE ARTHUR

Projectod Sufficient Total Cost

User iInput Cost Faclors
Percent Percent Percent p Enrollment | Enroliment
Free/Reduced | English Special Mnb&? Share in Share in TE:L:::IIM?
4 Lunch Learners | Education Y | Grades 68 | Grades 9-12 o
|User Input Cost Factor Valuos B7.7T% 18.4% 16.0% 20.1% 25.3% 30.4% 158
Cost Faclors
Student Needs Grade Composition Scale
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enroliment
Froa/Roduced | English | Specil M’ "n'm"‘;:.'“ Sharoin | Sharain E“Eﬂ":““ E&":‘;’:’H’L"
Lunch Learners Education o Grades 68 | Grades 9-12
Coefficients 0375 0084 1.723 0180 0291 0.&D8 0.575 0.029
Transformed Demographic Values 1877 [Eotapd el vnisd o [ eae a1 a8y [ 1804 = 0 ] 156 [ 118.E+11
individual Formula Adjustmants 1.265 | - T Y T T B 1.842
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.744
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.905
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.822
Orvrall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 1196
Grade Composition/Scale) ¥
Base Per-Pupil Cost 55,106
Initial Sufficient Per-Pupll Cost 516,310
150 Formula Adjustment 1.000
Final Projected Sufficien! Per-Pupil Cost 516318
Final Projected Sufficient Tolal Cost 52545 835
Actual Program Cost 51,578,332
Emergency Supplemental $664.315
Total Marginal Sufliciency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - $253.180
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmless Projected Sufficient Total Cost 52.545.835
Percent Dillerence Between Actunl Program
CostEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmiless 11.0%




|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

MELROSE
User Inpul Cost Faclors
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enroliment e
FreeMeduced | English | Special H' ‘;:.."'Iw" Sharein | Sharein T::Lf:‘;“ ;
Lunch Learmers | Education Grades 6-8 | Graden 9—1!
[UW Input Cosl Factor Values £2.5% 0.0% 16.0% 10.2% 20.0% 32.0% 230
Cost Faclors
Studen! Noods Grado Composition Scale
Percent Percont Percent Enrollmant | Enrollment
FreeMeduced | English | Special “' 2k ot | sharein | Sharein E“E“""“" EG“"’“I“‘H“"
Lunch Leamers | Education i Gradas 6-8 | Grades 9-12 Lom 2 s
Coefliclents 0375 0094 1.723 0.190 0291 0.B08 0 575 0028
Transformed Demographic Values 1.425 | (RN ] T [T T N e T e [ T AT
Individual Formula Adjustments 1.142 I 1000 [ 1201 [ 1016 | ooe2 | osar | 1.6586
Combined Studant Noeds Adjustment 1.502
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.989
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.656
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 5 451
Grade Composition/Scale) ;
Base Per-Pupil Cost 55,106
Initial Sulficient Per-Pupil Cost 512,568
150 Formula Adjustmant 1.010
Final Projected Sulficient Per-Pupil Cost S$12.600
Final Projectod Sufficient Total Cost 52,918,504
Actual Program Cost $2318.403
Emergency Supplemental 50
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost - $E00
Actual Program Cost - 190
Emergency Supplomanlal)
{Hold-Harmless Projected Sufficient Total Cost 52,918,594

Percent Dilierence Between Actual Program
CostEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless 25.9%

Projected Sulficient Total Cost




|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choosa District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

TATUM
User Inpul Cos! Faclors
Percent Percont Parcent Enroliment | Enrollment .
Free/Reduced | English | Special “' S | Sharein | Sharein Tg:r:,ﬁ:“;n:‘l”
Lunch Learners | Education " | Grades 68 | Grades 912
|User Input Cos! Factor Values 56.1% 12.5% 16.0% 18.1% 75.4% 34.9% 274
Cost Factors
Student Needs Grado Composition Scale
Percent Percent Percent Enrollment | Enrolimant
Froe/Moduced | English | Special m’ e ':; Sharein | Share in E“E"“':“" E"E '“"I":l;":"
Lunch Learners | Education Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 e
[Coetlicients 0375 0094 1.723 0,190 0.291 0.608 -0.575 0.029
Translormed Demographic Values 1.581 [EEtaas et [Eaaames [ asd i [ 39w 274 | 4B2E+13
Individual Formula Adjustments 1.182 | T T - T T | 1.5583
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.503
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 1.015
Combined Scale Adjustmont 1.583
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needa/ 2560
Grade Composition/Scale} ;
Basa Per-Pupil Cost $5.106
Initial Sutficient Per-Pupil Cost 513,069
IS0 Formula Adjustment 1.087
Final Projected Sufficien! Per-Pupil Cost 514,209
Final Projected Sutficient Total Cost $3.883.351
Actual Program Cost 52,784,183
Emergency Supplemental 50
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - $1.109.168
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmless Projected Sufficient Total Cost $3,893. 351
Percent Diflerence Batween Actual Frogram
CosUEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless 98

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




State of New Mexico
LEGISLATIVE EDUCATION STUDY COMMITTEE

REPRESENTATIVES State Capitol North, 325 Don Gaspar, Suite 200 SENATORS
Rick Miera, Chair Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501 Cynthia Nava, Vice Chair
Roberto “Bobby” J. Gonzales PH: (505) 986-4591 FAX: (505) 986-4338 Vernon D. Asbill
Jimmie C. Hall http:/ltegis.state.nm.us/Ics/lescl/lescdefault.asp Mary Jane M. Garcia
Mimi Stewart — Gay G. Kernan

Thomas E. Swisstack
W. C. “Dub” Williams

ADVISORY

Ray Begaye

Nathan P. Cote

Nora Espinoza

Mary Helen Garcia
Thomas A. Garcia
Dianne Miller Hamilton
John A. Heaton
Rhonda S. King

Sheryl M. Williams Stapleton
Jim R, Tryjillo

Teresa A. Zanetti

ADVISORY

Mark Boitano
Carlos R. Cisneros
Dianna J. Duran
Lynda M. Lovejoy
Mary Kay Papen
John Pinto
William E. Sharer

D. Pauline Rindone, Ph.D., Director
Frances R. Maestas, Deputy Director

May 7, 2008

MEMORANDUM

TO: Legislative Education Study Committee

D. Pauline Rindone Q('P’y

PROPOSED FUNDING FORMULA DISCUSSIONS

FR

g

The agenda for the May LESC meeting includes proposed funding formula calculations of
school districts, including committee and group discussions. For your information, attached are
the guidelines and questions that were sent to public school district superintendents to facilitate
discussions with the committee regarding the impact of the proposed funding formula on school
district operations.
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You recently received a memorandum from the Legislative Education Study Committee (LESC)
inviting you to work with the committee to examine the potential impact of the new public
school funding formula that was proposed during the 2008 legislative session. You should have
already received a copy of the LESC agenda for the May meeting that indicates your assigned

group.

At the May LESC meeting, LESC staff will present your district’s calculator and you will
discuss with the committee how the proposed funding formula would affect your school district’s
operation to accommodate the needs of your students, as well as other issues related to the
proposed funding formula. Hard copies of the calculators for the districts in your group will be

available for reference and discussion.

In order to facilitate the discussions, LESC staff, with the assistance of the Public Education
Department, have prepared the following questions, which will also be provided to the
committee. The questions are a guide to assist you in preparing for your discussions with the
committee. We understand that you may or may not be able to have complete answers to some
of these questions prior to the meeting; however, it is important that we receive written responses
to these questions from each of you. If you are not able to respond immediately, please send a
copy of your responses to me as soon as you are able to gather the information.



Programs and Services:

1. How will the implementation of the proposed funding formula affect your district’s
program cost?

2.  How will the implementation of the proposed funding formula impact the educational
programs and student services provided by your district?

a) Educational Programs:

b) Student Services:

3. Will your district use the additional funding resulting from the implementation of the
proposed funding formula to reduce class size? If so, what grades, and how many
classrooms would be affected?

4.  What other changes might your district consider as a result of additional funding?

5.  How will your district ensure that it provides all of the following educational programs and
services as required in the funding formula bill, as amended, during the session?

e bilingual and multicultural education, including culturally relevant learning
environments, educational opportunities, and culturally relevant instructional materials;

¢ health and wellness, including physical education, athletics, nutrition, and health

education;

career-technical education;

visual and performing arts and music;

gifted education, advanced placement, and honors programs;

special education; and

distance education.



6. To the best of your ability at this time, please fill in the table below to identify the
additional state-funded FTE that your district would be able to provide as a result of the
implementation of the proposed funding formula:

Personnel

Elementary

Middle

High

Current
FTE

Proposed
FTE

Teachers

Principals

Counselors

Nurses

Physical Education Teachers

Art and Music Teachers

Social Workers

Librarians

Advanced Placement
Teachers

Gifted Education

Intervention Specialists

Bilingual Education

Educational Assistants

Special Education Teachers
(excluding gifted)

Ancillary and Support Staff

Maintenance and Operations
Staff (including custodians)

Data Entry Clerks

Other Central Office Staff

Other School-based Staff




Staff Salaries:

The proposed funding formula would replace the current Training and Experience (T&E) Index
with the Index of Staff Qualifications (ISQ). Although both indexes are designed to distribute
additional funding to districts and charter schools based on the composition of their instructional
staff, they are not identical:

o The T&E calculation is based on years of service and academic degrees for all instructional
staff but does not reflect the three-tiered licensure system for teachers.

o The ISQ calculation recognizes not only experience and academic degrees but also licensure
levels. It was calibrated on the average teacher salaries for each of the three levels and
distributes additional dollars based on the proportion of teachers in each of those levels. In
addition, there is a second calculation for those instructional staff, such as counselors, who
are not included in the three-tiered system. Because the base per-student cost upon which
the proposed formula is based already reflects the average salary by personnel category in
the average district, the ISQ is applied only to salary costs in a district or charter school that
are beyond the average.

7.  If you have calculated your district’s ISQ using the most recent matrices in the bill (see
attachment), how would this factor impact funding for your district?

Special Education:

8.  Currently, how many students in your district have been identified as in need of special
education, and what percentage of your district’s enrollment does this number represent?
(Do not include gifted students.)

Number: Percentage: %

9.  How will the proposed funding formula’s utilization of a fixed special education
identification rate of 16 percent impact special education funding for your district?



Gifted Education:

10.

11.

Currently, how many students in your district have been identified as gifted, and what
percentage of your district’s enrollment does this number represent?

Number: Percentage: %

Even though the bill as amended during the session does not require districts to consider
students that have been identified as gifted to be in need of special education, it does
require that these students be served. How will your district specifically address the needs
of students identified as gifted?

Revenue Sources for Implementation:

12.

What revenue sources for the additional dollars needed to reach sufficiency would your
district support?

Potential Problems:

13.

14.

15.

XC:

What problems, if any, does your district anticipdte will arise from the implementation of
the proposed funding formula?

What problems, if any, does your district anticipate will arise if the proposed funding
formula is not implemented?

Please feel free to identify any other issues that have not been addressed in these questions
that you feel the committee should be aware of.

Legislative Education Study Committee



800¢2/LL/1

2
=
==
M
o
>
iO/AId#  SNOLLVOIITYND 44VLS 40 XIANI
00°0 000 (g-0sI1 + v-DSI) TVLOL ANVHD
00°0 000 siejol xuen |
000 000 000 000 | 000 000 | 000 000 [o00 000 Jooo 00C [0l
000 000 000 0g'L 000 FzA) 000 gLl 000 00'L 000 180 SIOISN-ISOd/GY + SlolSey
000 000 000 AN} 000 €Ll 000 00')L 000 160 000 8.0 Gl + sJoIsepy
000 000 000 01 000 00'L 000 16°0 000 18°0 000 ¥L0 G + SJojayoeg/s aisel
000 000 000 00'L 000 96'0 000 180 000 £8°0 000 0L0 Gl + sJojayoeg
000 000 00°0 160 000 160 000 180 000 8.0 00°0 $9°0 $$97 J0 sJojdyoeg
314 pasnlpy 314|314 paisnlpy Joped 314 314 pasnipy Jopesd 314 |3id paisnipy Joped 314|304 paisnipy Joped  J14 |31 paisnipy Joped  F14 UOIJEOLISSBD) DILUBPEDY
[ejor 12101 Gl J8AO GL—6 8-9 G-¢ 2-0 B0UBUAOXT JO SIBBA
el jeuononisuj 18yjo — g-0SI
000 00°0 Isielo) xuew
000 000 S 000 000 [000 000 |o000 000 flelol
000 000 000 e’ 000 yLL 000 10’1 SIBISEN-1SOd/G + SJBISEeI
000 000 000 SZ') 00°0 60°L 000 960 sJelsely
00°0 000 000 L) 00'0 20°L 00°0 060 sJ0j8yoeg
Jid pasnipy 314 314 pajsnipy Joped 314|314 paysnipy Jopey  J14 |314paisnipy Jopoed 14 UOljesyISse|) DISpedyY
fejol lejoL Gl J9A0 GL—-6 8~/ 19AS7 UIYHIM SIBBA
THELER]
000 000 000 000 {000 000 |000 000 Jooco 000 lieof
000 000 000 9L’} 000 S0°1 000 2670 000 S8°0 SI0JSEN-1SOd/G + SJBISBN
000 000 000 (T 000 00') 000 880 000 180 sJose
000 000 000 ¥0'L 000 £6°0 000 280 000 9.0 s,Jojayoeg
314 pasnlpy  Jid 314 pajsnipy Joped I14 |31+ poisnipy Joped 314 914 pesnipy Jooed 314 |31 psisnipy Joped  Ti14 UOIJBOYISSE|D DjWepedy
[2jo.. jejol G1 JOAQ S5L—6 8~/ 99 [9AS UIYIAA SIBDA
Il A7
000 000 000 000 |} 000 000 {000 000 [|eoL
000 00°0 000 6.0 000 G0 000 120 SIB]SBIN-1S0d/SY + SJBISely
000 000 000 9.0 000 zL0 000 890 sJoIsely
000 000 2l 000 120 00°0 190 000 ¥9°0 sJojgyoeg
314 pasnlpy  F14 “{31d4 paysnipy sopes 14 |314 peysnipy Jopey 314 314 paisnipy Joped 314 UOJJeOYISSE|D DiBpEdY
[ejoL 1ejoL G—¥ £—2 1—0 19A97 UILJM SIBBA
| 1I9AD7]

sueueiqi Buipniou) ‘s1ayoea] — v-dsi




